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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Frame 

etal. 

At the outset, it is noted that similar claims will be grouped together to avoid 
repetition in explanation. 

As broadly drafted, these claims do not define any structure/step that differs from 
Frame et al. 

With regard to claim 1 , Frame et al. discloses a method for flow control by a 
SCSI system using a Packetized SCSI (note that Frame et al. discloses a SCSI system 
wherein data is transferred in phases using packets), the method comprising: 
transferring a data packet information unit in a Packetized SCSI Protocol Data Out 
phase between a SCSI initiator and a SCSI target over a SCSI bus (it is first noted that 
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Frame et al. employs packetized SCSI. It is clear that in Frame, Data Out phase 
transfers data from the initiator to the target in the form of a packet. In Frame et al., it is 
clear that in the Data Out phase, data the initiator delivers data to the target (see at 
least column 4, lines 33-36); and generating a signal on said SCSI bus by the SCSI 
target (in Frame et al., the target will reassert C/D (command/data) and I/O 
(input/output) during the REQ (request) and ACK (acknowledge) handshakes the Data 
Out phase (see at least column 4, lines 37-39) in the Packetized SCSI Data Out phase 
to indicate whether another data packet information unit is to be accepted (the REQ, 
when asserted low, this signal indicates a target's desire to begin a REQ/ACK 
handshakes for another data packet information unit, see at least column 3, line 30 to 
column 4, line 39) in the Packetized SCSI Protocol Data Out phase by the SCSI target. 
Since claim 1 is broadly drafted, the step of "generating a signal" is also readable on 
the parity line signal of Frame. According to Frame, in order to check the integrity of the 
SCSI bus, the SCSI system uses byte parity for detecting data errors (column 2, lines 
29-35; column 9, lines 9-32, and column 1 1 , line 32 to column 12, line 3). The use of 
only a single error detecting mechanism presents problems for the proper validation of 
data. In another word, if no error conditions on the parity line occurred, more data can 
be accepted; and no more data can be accepted if error conditions occurred. 

With regard to claims 2 and 3, According to Frame, in order to check the integrity 
of the SCSI bus, the SCSI system uses byte parity for detecting data errors (column 2, 
lines 29-35; column 9, lines 9-32, and column 11, line 32 to column 12, line 3). The 
use of only a single error detecting mechanism presents problems for the proper 
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validation of data. In another word, if no error conditions on the parity line occurred, 
more data can be accepted; and no more data can be accepted if error conditions 
occurred. 

With regard to claim 4, since claim 4 is broadly drafted, different interpretation 
can be assigned to claim 4. In Frame et al., the REQ pulse/signal generated by the 
target that reaches the maximum REQ pulses/signals indicates that the SCSI target will 
not accept another data packet information unit. See at least column 3, line 30 to 
column 4, line 2). In an alternative interpretation, according to Frame, in order to check 
the integrity of the SCSI bus, the SCSI system uses byte parity for detecting data 
errors (column 2, lines 29-35; column 9, lines 9-32, and column 1 1 , line 32 to column 
12, line 3). The use of only a single error detecting mechanism presents problems for 
the proper validation of data. In another word, if no error conditions on the parity line 
occurred, more data can be accepted; and no more data can be accepted if error 
conditions occurred. 

With regard to claims 5 and 7, Frame et al. discloses a method for flow control by 
a SCSI system using a Packetized SCSI Protocol, the method comprising: transmitting 
a data packet information unit or a plurality of data packet information units, one 
immediately after another, by a SCSI initiator in a Packetized SCSI Protocol Data Out 
phase (it is first noted that Frame et al. employs packetized SCSI. In Frame, Data Out 
phase transfers data from the initiator to the target in the form of a packet. In Frame et 
al., it is clear that in the Data Out phase, data the initiator delivers data to the target, 
see at least column 4, lines 33-36); and monitoring a signal level on a parity line of a 
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SCSI bus to determine whether transmitting a plurality of data packet information units 
is to be terminated (according to Frame, in order to check the integrity of the SCSI bus, 
the SCSI system uses byte parity for detecting data errors (column 2, lines 29-35; 
column 9, lines 9-32, and column 1 1 , line 32 to column 12, line 3). The use of only a 
single error detecting mechanism presents problems for the proper validation of data. 
In another word, if no error conditions on the parity line occurred, more data can be 
accepted; and no more data can be accepted if error conditions occurred). 

With regard to claim 6, it is clear that in order to do parity 
checking/determining/interpreting to verify data transfer, the parity line must be 
"asserted." 

With regard to' claim 8, it is clear that in order to do parity 
checking/determining/interpreting to verify data transfer, the parity line must be 
"asserted." See also discussion regarding to claims 5 and 7 above. 

With regard to claim 9, see discussion above regarding to claims 5-8 above. 
With regard to claim 10, see discussion regarding claims 5-9 above. Note that 
Fig. 1 shows generally a SCSI bus 9 and either one of the devices 1-4 can be an 
initiator or target depending on the transfer direction. Note also that it is clear that the 
initiator of Frame et al. must include a so-called "flow control module" to perform the 
steps of transmitting, receiving, and interpreting. See at least claim 92. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicants' arguments filed 4/1 1/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

At the outset, Applicants are reminded that claims subject to examination will be 
given their broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification. In re 
Morris, 127 ' F. 3d 1048, 1054-55 (Fed. Cir. 1997). In fact, the "examiner has the duty of 
police claim language by giving it the broadest reasonable interpretation." Springs 
Window Fashions LP v. Novo Industries, LP., 65 USPQ2d 1862, 1830, (Fed. Cir. 
2003). Applicants are also reminded that claimed subject matter not the specification, is 
the measure of the invention. Disclosure contained in the specification cannot be read 
into the claims for the purpose of avoiding the prior art. In re Sporck, 55 CCPA 743, 386 
F.2d, 155 USPQ 687 (1986). 

With this in mind, the discussion will focus on how the terms and relationships 
thereof in the claims are met by the references. Response to any limitations that are 
not in the claims or any arguments that are irrelevant and/or do not relate to any 
specific claim language will not be warranted. 

The Frame et al. 102(b) Rejection: 

Applicants argue that "Frame has a filing date of May 11,1 988. The rejection 
asserts that Frame teaches a protocol that was not in use at the time of filing of Frame. 
(Young at 14)." In response to Applicants' argument, it is irrelevant whether Frame 
teaches a protocol that was not in use at the time of filing of Frame. Rather, the relevant 
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issue is whether Frame discloses Applicants' invention as claimed . It is clear that the 
Frame, as discussed above, meets all limitations recited in the claims. Applicants further 
argue that "the Packetized SCSI Protocol does not include the Command Out phase 
and the Status in phase. (Young at 5.) In contrast, Frame at Col. 4, lines 28 describes 
that a Command Out phase is used and at Col. 4, lines 40 to 42 describes that a Status 
In phase is used. (Young at 16) Thus, contrary to the assertion in the Final Rejection 
that Frame teaches use of only Data phases, Frame described a protocol that includes 
more than data phases. (Young at 6) There was no citation in the Final Rejection to any 
teaching in Frame either that the Command Out and Status In phases are not needed, 
or that Frame would work without these phases. In fact, such an interpretation would be 
error. (Young at 17) The statement that Frame teaches only using data phases in the 
transfer of data mischaracterizes the teaching of the reference. (Young at 18)." In 
response to Applicants 1 argument, the fact that Frame discloses more than data phases 
(Data Out phase as particularly recited in the claim) is irrelevant. At issue is whether or 
not Frame discloses the use of Data Out phase; and it is clear from the above 
discussion that Frame does disclose Data Out phase in a packetized SCSI." In addition, 
Applicants argue that"[t]here has been no citation to "Packetized SCSI Protocol" in 
Frame and the entire rejection is based upon conclusory statements that are not 
supported by Frame." Contrary to Applicants' argument, Frame discloses a SCSI 
system wherein data is transferred in phases including Data Out phase, using packets 
including headers and payloads. 
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Applicants argue that in Frame, "[i]n the Command Out phase, the initiator 
delivers control information to the target in preparation for the Data Out phase. This 
unambiguous statement directly contradicts the interpretation of Frame that the header 
was transmitted in the Data Out phase as presented in the final rejection." At the outset, 
the Examiner agrees with Applicants that the header is transmitted during the 
Command Out phase in preparation for the Data Out phase. However, claim 1 , for 
example, recites "transmitting a data packet information" in a Data Out phase. Frame 
clearly discloses data packet information is transmitted in Data Out phase, see at least 
column 4, lines 33-39. 

Applicants argue that Frame does not disclose "generating a signal as recited in 
claim 1 and the data packet information unit of the Packetized SCSI protocol 
transferred in the Data Out phase." Contrary to Applicants' argument, it is clear that 
Frame et al. discloses that Data Out phase transfers command and data from the 
initiator to the target in the form of a packet containing a header and a payload. In 
Frame et al., in the Data Out phase, data the initiator delivers data to the target (see at 
least column 4, lines 33-36); and generating a signal on said SCSI bus by the SCSI 
target (in Frame et al., the target will reassert C/D (command/data) and I/O 
(input/output) during the REQ (request) and ACK (acknowledge) handshakes the Data 
Out phase, (see at least column 4, lines 37-39) in the Packetized SCSI Protocol Data 
Out phase to indicate whether another data packet information unit is to be accepted 
(the REQ, when asserted low, this signal indicates a target's desire to begin a 
REQ/ACK handshakes for another data packet information unit, see at least column 3, 
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line 30 to column 4, line 39) in the Packetized SCSI Protocol Data Out phase by the 
SCSI target. Alternatively , since claim 1 is broadly drafted, the step of "generating a 
signal" is also readable on the parity line signal of Frame. According to Frame, in order 
to check the integrity of the SCSI bus, the SCSI system uses byte parity for detecting 
data errors (column 2, lines 29-35; column 9, lines 9-32, and column 11, line 32 to 
column 12, line 3). The use of only a single error detecting mechanism presents 
problems for the proper validation of data. In another word, if no error conditions on the 
parity line occurred, more data can be accepted; and no more data can be accepted if 
error conditions occurred. In response to Applicants regarding to claims 2 and 3, With 
regard to claims 2 and 3, according to Frame, in order to check the integrity of the 
SCSI bus, the SCSI system uses byte parity for detecting data errors (column 2, lines 
29-35; column 9, lines 9-32, and column 11, line 32 to column 12, line 3). The use of 
only a single error detecting mechanism presents problems for the proper validation of 
data. In another word, if no error conditions on the parity line occurred, more data can 
be accepted; and no more data can be accepted if error conditions occurred. With 
regard to claims 5 and 7, Applicants argue that Frame uses SCSI and does not 
disclose Packetized SCSI. Contrary to Applicants' argument, it is clear that Frame et al. 
discloses a SCSI system wherein data is transferred in phases using packets. In frame, 
the Data Out phase transfers data from the initiator to the target in the form of a 
packets. In Frame et al., in the Data Out phase, data the initiator delivers data to the 
target (see at least column 4, lines 33-36); and generating a signal on said SCSI bus 
by the SCSI target (in Frame et al., the target will reassert C/D (command/data) and 
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I/O (input/output) during the REQ (request) and ACK (acknowledge) handshakes the 
Data Out phase, (see at least column 4, lines 37-39) in the Packetized SCSI Protocol 
Data Out phase to indicate whether another data packet information unit is to be 
accepted (the REQ, when asserted low, this signal indicates a target's desire to begin 
a REQ/ACK handshakes for another data packet information unit, see at least column 
3, line 30 to column 4, line 39) in the Packetized SCSI Protocol Data Out phase by the 
SCSI target. 

The declaration under 37 CFR 1 .132 filed 4/1 1/2005 is insufficient to overcome 
the rejection of claims 1-10 based upon Frame et al. under 35 USC 102 (b) as set forth 
in the last Office action because: 

1 ) evidences presented in the declaration are not germane to the rejection at 
issue. See above discussion under "Response to Argument." 

2) evidences showed in the declaration are not commensurate in scope with the 
claims. The declaration refers only to the system described in the prior art and not to the 
claim language of individual claims of the application. 

3) Frame et al. is claiming the same invention. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Khanh Dang at 
telephone number 571-272-3626. 



Khanh Dang 
Primary Examiner 



